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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-4,6, 8-12 and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Szenthmihaly. 

In regard to claims 1 ? 8 and 15, Szenthmihaly discloses a compression fitting comprising: 
An internal element 10 onto which a pipe having a pipe wall is fitted the internal element 
having at least one circumferential groove; 

an external sleeve 12 having a substantially cylindrical shape with a cylindrical inner 
surface 15 and an external surface for positioning around a portion of pipe fitted on the internal 
element and for radial compression such that the external sleeve deforms the pipe, whereby the 
pipe wall adheres to the bottom of the groove, wherein the width of the groove (spaces between 
protrusions 20) is greater than the thickness of the pipes wall and maximum depth of the groove 
is equal to at least a quarter of the thickness of the pipe wall, the external surface of the external 
sleeve comprising a circumferential protruding bead 1 1 in an area corresponding with the groove 
of the internal element with interposition of the pipe wall, the width of the bead 1 1 being less 
than the width of the groove of the internal element and the height of the bead 1 1 being at least 
equal to the depth of the groove (see fig. 5), the bead receiving radial compression via a 
cylindrical wall such that the bead deforms the external sleeve with respect to its cylindrical 
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shape, whereby a portion of the external sleeve has a reduced internal diameter 25, the portion of 
the external sleeve deforming the pipe wall to penetrate the groove. 

In regard to claims 3, 1 1 and 18, the width of the groove (spaces between protrusions 20) 
is about 1 .5 times the thickness of the pipe. 

In regard to claims 4, 12 and 19, a plurality of grooves are axially spaced along the 
internal element. 

In regard to claim 6, axial holding means 14, 15 of the extremity of the sleeve with the 
internal element are provided to identify their mutual positioning. 

In regard to claims 9 and 16, a portion of the external sleeve 15 engages the internal 
element 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 7, 10, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Szenthmihaly. Szenthmihaly discloses a fitting as described above where the height of the bead 
is greater than the depth of the groove (see fig. 5), but does not disclose the exact height of the 
bead in relation to the groove. The height of bead 1 1 may be 1 .3 times higher than the groove, 
but even if it is not it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make the 
bead be 1 .3 times as high as the groove because a change in the size of a prior art device is a 
design consideration within the skill of the art. In re Rose , 220 F.2d 459, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 
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1955) and the optimization of proportions in a prior art device is a design consideration within 
the skill of the art. In re Reese . 290 F.2d 839, 129 USPQ 402 (CCPA 1961). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 5, 13 and 20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 1/19/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Szentmihaly fails to disclose an external sleeve arranged around a 
portion of a pipe. The Examiner disagrees. Szentmihaly discloses an external sleeve 12 
arranged around a pipe 22. 

Applicant argues that Szenthmihaly fails to disclose the ferrule having a cylindrical inner 
surface. The Examiner disagrees. Szenthmihaly discloses a ferrule 12 with a cylindrical inner 
surface at 15. 

Applicant's arguments regarding the dimensional ratios claimed in the present invention 
are addressed in the prior art rejections explained in further detail above. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David E. Bochna whose telephone number is (571) 272-7078. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30 Monday-Thursday and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola can be reached on (571) 272-7087. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




David E. Bochna 
Primary Examiner 



Art Unit 3679 



